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WEST COAST REGIONAL OFFICE

THE HUMANE SOCIETY OF THE UNITED STATES • SUMMER 1988

How Much Is that Doggie
In the Window?
It's a complaint that West Coast regional
investigators receive all too frequently: a
sick puppy, an anguished customer, an
unrepentant pet store. The issue is one of
needed protections for consumers as well
as animals. Approximately 400,000 dogs
are sold in the nation's pet stores each year,
and, while some pet-shop puppies come
from reputable local breeders, too often
their lives begin in the decrepit, cramped
confines of a puppy mill. The Humane
Society of the United States has been working diligently in recent years to expose the
gross cruelty associated with the pet industry. For the past year, Regional In-

vestigator Kurt Lapham has been documenting the problems in the retail pet trade.
In California, one of the nation's largest
markets for puppy-mill puppies, pet-shop
operators are currently mandated by state
law to (among other provisions) "take
reasonable care to release for sale, trade,
or adoption only those pet animals which
are free of disease or injuries." Additionally, retail sellers of dogs and cats must provide the purchaser with a written statement, prescribed by the Department of
Consumer Affairs, containing the following information: the origin (if obtained
continued on page 2

These puppies will soon be displayed behind the sterile stainless-steel bars of a retail
pet store-far removed from the conditions of their birth.
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It's Time
To Speak Out
Against Fur
Furs are fashionable. Furs are fun. Furs
are symbols of affluence, status, and
maturity. Shocked? Don't be, for furs are
any or all of these things to people who
easily succumb to slick advertising. It is a
simple matter of how a basic principle of
advertising works. Create an image or fantasy with the product built into it, present
it in a wide range of formats that will make
it seem attractive, and then reinforce the
message as often as possible.
The fur industry has been employing this
basic principle, quite successfully, for the
better part of this century. It has had to,
because furs aren't necessary to keep people clothed and warm. If it had not been
able to draw people into the fantasy it
created, the fur industry would have died
a natural death some time ago-as it should
have. The opening statements above are the
essence of what American consumers are
told to believe in advertising throughout the
year, and especially during the fall. It is the
fur industry's way of keeping itself alive by
artificial means, totally reliant on people
who are easily influenced by expensive
advertising and whose vanity will lead to
the expenditure of large sums of money.
Today, consumers are better educated
continued on page 4

Puppy-mill dogs may spend their entire
lives in wire cages such as this.

Dogaie
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from a USDA-licensed dog breeder); date
of birth (unless unknown because of
source); a record of immunizations; and a
record of any known disease or sickness afflicting the animal at the time of sale. This
information must also be verbally disclosed
to the purchaser. Despite these provisions,
which in many cases simply impose a fine
that must not exceed $250 for violations,
the West Coast Regional Office has found
that pet industry abuses abound.
At eight weeks of age, puppies are
crammed into crates and shipped from the
puppy mill to any one of thousands of pet
shops across the country. These animals,
jostled from truck to truck and finally to
air cargo bay, may endure days in transit.
Pet-shop employees have alleged that puppies sometimes arrive at retail stores by the
truckload, coughing, vomiting, and suffering from severe dehydration-symptoms
that ultimately spell pneumonia, distemper,
and deadly parvovirus.
Whether sick or healthy, however, a puppy's "shelf-life" (often determined by
cuteness) is only a few short weeks.
Heavily dependent upon impulse purchases, pet stores showcase their "merchandise" in glistening kennels alongside
racks of the latest in pet accessories. Consumers leave the store with a puppy (often
costing several hundreds of dollars) that

they know little or nothing about, armed
with leash, bowls, special diet, toys, training books, and a warranty. Unfortunately,
as many consumers find, should the pupPY become ill or show signs of physical or
psychological abnormalities, that warranty
may not mean much. Faced with rising
veterinary bills and a growing attachment
to their new pet, owners find that, although
some stores honor warranties by replacing
or exchanging sick animals, rarely will they
cover expenses for veterinary treatment.
For the pet store, it is fur less expensive
to reclaim and destroy a sick animal-and
receive a credit from the breeder-than to
shell out the money for vet bills. For the
animal, it can mean resale to another unsuspecting customer or death by questionable means.
Problems like these seem to be on the increase, and because improvements in the
puppy-mill trade are occurring at a snail's
pace (when they occur at all), the 1988
California legislature took a hard look at improving the situation in their state. AB 4500,
authored by Assemblyman Sam Farr, would
have prohibited the importation of any puppy under the age of twelve weeks into the
state of California for the purpose of commercial resale. (For more information on
Mr. Parr's puppy-mill bill, see "Legislation,'' page 3.) AB 4500 would have helped
to stop some of the physical abuses endured
by puppies and the emotional burdens of the
new pet owner with a sick animal. Its failure
before the California legislature points out
how much more work there is to be done
if the suffering inherent in the puppy-mill
trade is to be corrected. The nearly $4 billion
pet industry, fearful of losing its grip on the
highly lucrative business, is expending a
great deal of time and money to fight any
legislative efforts to improve existing conditions. The WCRO will continue to monitor
pet stores in our region and work to gain
prosecution of those individuals who subject
their vulnerable charges to suffering and
neglect or rip off consumers for the sake of
profit.
Ill
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AROUND
THE REGION
Santa Clara County, CA-On April 26,
1988, the Santa Clara County Board of
Supervisors voted unanimously to ban the
use of steel-jaw leghold traps. The new ordinance, which will apply to all unincorporated areas of Santa Clara County,
follows a ruling by the California Attorney
General's Office last September that concluded that any county may pass a law banning the trap where necessary for the
public's health and safety (see Winter 1988
WCRO Report).
Bakersfield, CA-in February, Kern
County Deputy District Attorney Joseph
Eichhorn wrote a letter of thanks to West
Coast Regional Investigator Eric Sakach in
appreciation for his assistance in responding to a case challenging the constitutionality of Penal Code Section 597b, relating to
spectators at cockfights. An opinion from
the Appellate Department of the Kern
County Superior Court upheld the statute.
District attorneys facing similar challenges
in other jurisdictions are invited to contact
the West Coast Regional Office for additional information.
Seattle, WA-In April, WCRO investigator Eric Sakach instructed two
courses on the investigation of illegal
animal-fighting ventures for law enforcement agents at the Washington State Gambling Commission's Academy in Seattle.
Medford, OR-In March, the operators
of a cockfighting pit near Medford pled "no
contest" to charges stemming from a raid
on their property last July by the Oregon
state police, the Jackson County Sheriffs
Department, and The HSUS. According to
Jackson County Deputy District Attorney
Josie Reznik, a hearing for sentencing is
pending.
Jackson, CA-At the request of Amador
County General Services Director Trevor
Mottishaw, a study was undertaken of
Amador County's animal-control program
in April by WCRO Investigator Kurt Lapham. A report of his findings and recommendations has since been forwarded to
officials.
Wenatchee, WA-Kurt Lapham was a
guest speaker for the Annual Conference
of the Washington Federation of Humane
Societies in early May in Wenatchee.
HSUS services and assistance to organizations in the Northwest were the topics of
his presentation.
Ill

California Judge Rejects
Proposed Mountain-Lion Hunt
An environmental report by the California Department of Fish and Game (DFG)
that would allow trophy hunting of mountain lions was rejected by a San Francisco
superior court judge in June, possibly ending the threat of such a hunt this fall.
In what has been termed a major victory
for mountain-lion preservationists, Judge
Lucy McCabe overturned last spring's
mountain-lion hunting regulation on June
20 and sent the environmental evaluation
back to the Fish and Game Commission.
The action effectively stopped plans for the
killing of up to 190 of the big cats over a
seventy-nine-day hunting season, scheduled to begin October 8, until the commission circulates a report on the environmental
impact of the hunt among hundreds of interested organizations and appropriate state

and federal agencies.
California imposed a moratorium on
hunting mountain lions for sport or trophy
in 1971, although they could still be killed
if they threatened humans or livestock. The
ban expired in 1986 and mountain lions
again became fair game when Governor
George Deukmejian refused to extend it.
The DFG proposed a hunt for the fall of
1987; however, plans were scrapped last
November when Judge McCabe ruled that
the state had not adequately studied the
cumulative effect of hunting upon the
animals or the environment and that
changes had to be made to meet the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act. Those changes came too
late for the 1987 hunting season but were
carried over into the 1988 regulations. Ill

WCRO Joins Fight to Stop
Sport Hunting of Tule Elk
The West Coast Regional Office is attempting to help the Committee for the
Preservation of Thle Elk in its fight to stop
sport hunting of this unique animal. On
April 28, 1988, the Fish and Game Commission approved proposals by the California Department of Fish and Game (DFG)
to hunt Thle elk for the first time in nineteen years. State law has prohibited hunting the elk until their numbers reach two
thousand, and the DFG claims the popula-

tion has, in fact, grown to that size. As
usual, the estimates appear inflated to those
of us who care about Thle elk. The Committee for the Preservation of Tule Elk has
filed suit against the DFG to relocate 105
condemned Thle elk to the historic Tule elk
lands, Vandenberg Air Force Base, and
Henry Coe State Park.
The HSUS is following the case, and will
report on further developments.
ill

LEGISLATIVE
UPDATE
Assemblywoman Jackie Speier's A.B.
2507, the students' rights/dissection bill that
was carried over from 1987, was signed into
law by Governor George Deukmejian early
this spring. This bill will give students in
grades K-12 the right to refuse to participate in classroom projects involving the
harmful or destructive use of animals, provided that the teacher believes an adequate
alternative project is available. A.B. 2507
also states that all students and their parents
or guardians must be informed of this right
beginning January 1, 1989. The WCRO will
be monitoring the state Department of
Education to ensure that all students are so
informed.
Unfortunately, after long and hard-fought
battles, two very important bills were lost
this year in the California Legislature: AB
2653 by Assemblyman Tom Bates, and AB
4500 by Assemblyman Sam Farr.
AB 2653 would have greatly improved
conditions for calves at white veal operations. "White" (or milk-fed) veal calves
spend their entire lives chained at the neck
in narrow crates; AB 2653 simply mandated
that veal operations provide their calves with
enough space to stand up, lie down, turn
around, and make other normal postural adjustments. This bill was met by heavy opposition from the veal industry and
numerous other agricultural lobbies.
AB 4500, Mr. Parr's "Puppy-Mill" bill,
was also defeated in the last moments of the
1988 legislative session. It would have prohibited the importation of puppies under
twelve weeks of age into the state of California for purposes of commercial resale.
California is one of the largest markets for
puppies from (mainly midwestern) puppy
mills, operations that raise large numbers of
puppies for profit with little regard for proper breeding techniques, housing, socialization, or health care. The result is often a
psychologically or physically disabled dog
- sold at high cost to a California consumer.
Increasing the import age to twelve weeks
would have slowed the influx of these puppies into our state. Since retailers rely on the
cuteness of very young puppies to boost
sales, AB 4500 was met by heavy opposition from the very powerful pet industry.
HSUS' Bob Baker, and many other humane
organizations, lobbied AB 4500 unsuccessfully in the last moments of the session.
The WCRO would like to thank all of the
legislators who worked so diligently to carry
and pass humane legislation, and our many
members and activists who helped on this
and other bills in this year's legislative
session.
II

DIRECTOR'S
COMMENT
by Char Drennon
The West Coast Regional Office clashed
with the California veterinary establishment once again this spring, this time over
two sets of regulations proposed by the
Board of Examiners in Veterinary Medicine. The regulations are unrelated, except
that both will seriously hamper pet owners'
rights, and it was for that reason that I
testified against them and also enlisted the
aid of California state legislators and local
humane societies.
Early in 1988, the WCRO discovered that
the Board of Examiners had proposed and
passed a set of regulations that detailed a
cite-and-fine structure for violations committed by veterinarians and unlicensed persons practicing veterinary medicine. One
section of the cite-and-fine regulations
sta'ted that a veterinarian would simply be
fined if, while in violation of the Medical
Practice Act, he were to cause the substantial. injury or death of an animal. His
license might not be in jeopardy. Since the
board had already passed these regulations,
the only way of stopping them was to intervene with the director of the Department
of Consumer Affuirs, who had to sign them
in order to finalize the board's actions. I
contacted several state legislators and local
humane societies, and, after hearing from
people statewide who are opposed to the
regulations, the director has refused to sign
them unless the provisions mentioned
above are removed.
When the legislation enabling the passage of those regulations was signed into
law in 1986, it also contained a provision
stating that the related fines and disciplinary measures would be confidential and

unavailable for public viewing. Thus, consumers would be unable to fmd out whether
a veterinarian had been disciplined for past
violations. At our request, Assemblyman
Jack O'Connell had amended his bill, A.B.
2756, so that it would remove that confidentiality clause from state law.
Just when it seemed that the cite-and-fme
problem had been solved, the board proposed yet another set of harmful regulations. This set would prohibit anyone but
veterinarians and their technicians from
cleaning pets' teeth, and, therefore, subject
laymen who are removing tartar to criminal
prosecution.
Almost 100 percent of veterinarians insist on anesthetizing animals before cleaning their teeth-groomers and lay people
do not. Many pet owners don't want to take
the risk of having their animals anesthetized, and some can't have them anesthetized for health reasons. Testimony at a recent hearing on these regulations demonstrated that lay people are safely removing
tartar and are referring any serious problems to veterinarians.
Should the board pass these dental regulations, and it seems likely that they will,
we must once again go to Michael Kelley,
the director of the Department of Consumer Affairs, or to the Office of Administrative Law and ask for a veto. If you
wish to protest the dental regulations,
please write to Governor George Deukmejian, State Capitol, Sacramento, CA 95814.
The WCRO will continue to fight legislation and regulations like the ones I have
described that are unnecessary and/or anticonsumer and anti-pet.
Ill

advertising. We can be embarrassed for
them as they stroll about in public, caught
up in some fantasy created for them by an
advertising agency. At the same time, we're
not indifferent to the suffering and cruelty
involved in making the garment. Our
silence accomplishes nothing. We need to
say, "You should be ashamed to wear fur,"
to those who do, for they are ultimately the
ones who are responsible for allowing such
unnecessary cruelty and death to continue.
It's that simple. And it's time we started
Ill
saying it.
The Regional Report is a publication of
The Humane Society of the United States
West Coast Regional Office
1713 J Street, Snite 211
Sacramento, CA 95814
(916) 447-3295
Charlene Drennon, Director
The HSUS West Coast Regional Office
serves California, Idaho, Nevada, Oregon,
and Washington. All contributions made to
The HSUS West Coast Regional Office will
be used for regional purposes and are
tax-deductible.

© 1988 by The Humane Society of the
United States. All rights reserved.
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l Reflect
:
l for a moment.... l
: HOW CAN I HELP ANIMALS EVEN WHEN
I NO LONGER SHARE THEIR WORLD?

I

I

Fur
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and more aware. Fewer are allowing the fur
industry and its collective advertising to
make decisions for them about what is
fashionable or humane and morally correct. It matters little whether the animals
that died for that coat were cruelly trapped
and clubbed to death or were raised on a
ranch and electrocuted. Today's consumers
are aware that animals suffered and died
needlessly in order to make it. For most
of us that is enough. But is it enough to just
say no? When we see people wearing fur
we can pity them for being slaves to their
own vanity and victims of unrelenting

I

I
By your bequest for animal protec- 1
tion to The Humane Society of the
United States, your will can provide for
animals after you're gone. Naming The
HSUS demonstrates your lasting commitment to animal welfare and
strengthens the Society for this task. We
will be happy to send information about
our animal programs and material that
will assist in planning a will.
Please send will information to:
Name _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
Address _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
City _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ State _ __
Zip code _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __

Ma1l m confidence to Murdaugh S. Madden, Vice
President/General Counsel, The Humane Soc1ety
I of the United States, 2100 L Street, NW,
1 Washington, DC 20037.

I

I
I
II
1
1
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